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This is intended as a full and complete response to the Final Office Action dated 
September 6 f 2005, having a shortened statutory period for response set to expire on 
December 6, 2005. Please reconsider the claims pending in the application for reasons 
discussed below. 

Claims 1-4, 6-31 , and 33-36 remain pending in the application. Claims 9 and 1 1- 
14 stand rejected. Claims 1-4, 6-8, 19-27, and 36 are indicated to be allowable by the 
Examiner. Claims 10 P 15-18, 28-31, and 33-35 are objected to by the Examiner. 
Reconsideration of the objection to claims 10, 15-18, and 30-31 is requested for 
reasons presented below. 

Regarding the Examiner's note on the PTO form 1449 that the reference U.S. 
Patent Publication No. 2002160592 could not be found, Applicants note that the 
reference should have been to U.S. Patent Publication No, 20020160592 (Sohn), which 
is the published U.S. application for Sohn (U.S. Patent No. 6,475,888), which was 
already of record. Applicants submitted the Sohn publication because it was cited on 
the corresponding PCT search report. Applicants submit that U.S. Patent Publication 
No. 20020160592 (Sohn) is cumulative to Sohn (U.S. Patent No. 6,475,888). 

Applicants propose canceling claims 9, 11-14, 28, 29, and 33-35. Applicants 
propose rewriting claims 10, 15, 16 and 30 in independent form. Applicants submit that 
the changes proposed herein reduce the issues for appeal and do not introduce naw 
matter. Applicants further submit that that the changes proposed herein place the 
application in condition for allowance. Applicants respectfully request entry of the 
proposed amendments. 

Claims 9 and 11-14 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Brown, et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,559,017) in view of Sohn (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,475,888). Applicants submit that the rejection of claims 9 and 11-14 is 
moot as Applicants propose canceling claims 9 and 11-14. Applicants respectfully 
request withdrawal of the rejection of claims 9 and 11-14. 

Claims 28, 29, 33, 34, and 35 are objected to under 37 C.F.R. § 1 .75: Applicants 
submit that the objection to claims 28, 29, 33, 34, and 35 is moot as Applicants propose 
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canceling claims 28, 29, 33, 34, and 35. Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of 
the objection to claims 28, 29, 33, 34 p and 35. 

Claims 10 F 15, and 16-18 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. Applicants submit that the 
objection to claims 10, 15, and 16 is moot as Applicants propose rewriting claims 10, 
15, and 16 in independent form. Applicants submit that the objection to claims 17 and 
18 is moot as claims 17 and 18 depend on claim 16, which Applicants have rewritten in 
independent form. Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of the objection to claims 
10, 15, and 16-18. 

Claims 30 and 31 are objected to as being dependent upon an objected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claims and any intervening claims. Applicants submit that the 
objection to claims 30 is moot as Applicants propose rewriting claim 30 in independent 
form. Applicants submit that the objection to claim 31 is moot as claim 31 depends on 
claim 30, which Applicants have rewritten in independent form. Applicants respectfully 
request withdrawal of the objection to claims 30 and 31. 

In conclusion, the references cited by the Examiner, alone or in combination, do 
not teach, show, or suggest the invention as claimed. 

The secondary references made of record are noted. However, it is believed that 
the secondary references are no more pertinent to the Applicants' disclosure than the 
primary references cited in the Final Office Action. Therefore, Applicants believe that a 
detailed discussion of the secondary references is not necessary for a full and complete 
response to this Final Office Action. 

Having addressed all issues set out in the Final Office Action, Applicants 
respectfully submit that the claims are in condition for allowance and respectfully 
request that the claims be allowed. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Keith M. Tackett, Registration No. 32,008 
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Patterson & Sheridan, LLP. 
3040 Post Oak Blvd. Suite 1500 
Houston, TX 77056 
Telephone: (713)623-4844 
Facsimile: (713)623-4846 
Attorney for Applicant(s) 
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